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I. INTRODUCTION 

The proposed undertaking is the rehabilitation by partial replacement of State 
Bridge Number 69. The structure is a small single span bridge that carries Adams Darn 
Road (N232) over Wilson Run. The project is located north of Wilmington (in Rockland), 
New Castle County, Delaware. The attached photographs and location map illustrate the 
project and location area of potential effect. 

The Federal Highway Administration is the lead federal agency involved with this 
project. As such, the project is as follows: 

The project involves minor rehabilitation and partial replacement of the bridge deck 
and superstructure in order to maintain a safe and adequate crossing for vehicles, 
bicyclists, and pedestrians. The scope of work is based on bridge inspection reports, test 
boarings of the deck, and professional and structural and engineering assessments. 

II. DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSED UNDERTAKING 

State Bridge No. 69 is an concrete girder bridge with a single span of 35'-6" (10.82 
meters)(maximum). The 1934 bridge is built with a dangerous 30 degree skew. The 
bridge travel way carries two lanes of vehicular traffic. Because of the skew, the 20' (6.09 
meters) deck varies in overall travel width. The bridge characterizes no shoulder, off-set, 
guardrail, or sidewalk area. The project is also characterized by steep slopes, wooded 
areas, and surrounding residential homes. The Bandywine Creek State Park is immediately 
north and nearly adjacent to the bridge location. 

The structure consists of 16" X 24" (40.64 cm X 60.96 cm) rectangular concrete 
beams supported by random rubble abutments with U-shaped random rubble wing walls. 
The parapet walls are constructed with random rubble with a center section that is 
characterized by pointed arched openings. The parapets are also topped with peaked 
copings and are framed by raised end posts with pyramidal caps. The matching wing walls 
extend up the parapet height. The concrete fascia has a single scored horizontal line and is 
shaped as a shallow segmental arch. 

Structurally the concrete deck is severely spalling, cracking, flaking, and rusting. 
Bridge inspection reports document that the superstructure is in poor condition with heavy 
cracking and leaching of the deck. Concrete beams, specifically the fascias, are 
deteriorated beyond any type of structural or cosmetic repair. The concrete deck 
underneath is also severely spalling. There is loss of mortar from various stone masonry 
work. There is evidence of scouring at the abutments which are within and along the 
stream channel. 

Rehabilitation plans call for the replacement of the superstructure (i.e. deck and 
supporting beams, and parapets (just on the deck). Settlement/cracking and voids in the 
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abutment walls will also be addressed, where warranted, by repointing and remortar. 

Where necessary, stone masonry within other abutment walls and parapets shall be 
repointed. Areas that have been subject to impact damage or voids will be repaired in­
kind, too. All re-mortaring and stone shall be arranged to match existing designs, strength, 
composition, color, and texture. Mortar joint widths and joint profiles shall also be 
duplicated. In performing some of these operations, all removed stone and cracking 
mortar shall be removed by selected hand tools. 

The new reenforced concrete deck wi II be supported by new reenforced concrete 1­
beams (not steel-encased concrete beams) that will lie on partially rebuilt abutment walls. 
The rebuilt parapets on the new deck will have a solid stone facing, as opposed to op€~n 

sections. Concrete capping design for rebuilt parapet walls will be replicated to original 
design and configuration. 

Other incidental work shall involve relocation of several utility poles. However, 
this work shall be accomplished and undertaken by others. This requires most, if not all, 
new right-of-way strips in the project area. This work will be limited to tree branch cutting, 
tree and/or rock clearance. 

Minor right-of-way is also needed to perform the necessary work in order for 
Del DOT/FHA to repair and maintain Wilson Run's retaining wall to channel stream flow. 
However, no earth movement or ground disturbance (offsite/adjacent) will occur as 
rehabilitation is limited to on-deck roadway or minor river bank/wall areas which have 
already been heavily disturbed, cut, flooded, and/or cleared. 

The only altered cosmetic feature of the bridge will be the complete stone facing of 
the parapets. Specifically, there will be no pointed arched openings of the deck's parapets 
This is due to modern safety, design, and long-term maintenance reasons that determined 
the incorporation of ached openings were not ideal in this location. 

However, when complete, the necessary work will safeguard the structural, load, 
design, and carrying capacity while avoiding any type of major bridge replacement that 
would significantly affect the entire aesthetic or engineering details of the bridge. The 
much needed rehabilitation will also assure a safe and convenient passage for vehicles as 
well as pedestrians, recreationists, and nearby transit users. 

By providing the necessary rehabilitation, the remaining historic, 
architectural/engineering details, design, and materials will be enhanced and preserved for 
continual function. If repairs are not initiated soon, the deck and structural loads will 
deteriorate until bridge closure or failure. 

Except for the differences in parapet facing, the project is considered to be a 
cosmetic and structural rehabilitation. Overall, the bridge will not be undertaking 
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significant functional, and/or aesthetic changes. 

'". IDENTIFICATION AND DESCRIPTION OF HISTORIC PROPERTIES 

As per 800.8(a)(3), efforts to identify historic properties included project initiation, 
consultation, and numerous scoping meetings with the DE SHPO. As a result, Del DOT 
and DE SHPO not only identified State Bridge No. 69 as being an individual historic 
structure, but identified the project area as lying within the Rockland Historic District. 

The significance of the bridge lies in the fact that the bridge is a concrete girder with 
stone ornamentation. Survey results indicate that this masonry ornamentation of the 
concrete girder type was built only in New Castle County (for Delaware bridges), 
apparently in response to the picturesque surroundings characteristic of the area and 
perhaps to evoke historical associations with the turnpike era of the nineteenth century, 
when toll roads radiating around Wilmington, DE were carried on masonry structures. 
Several similarly embellished bridges were built by the Levy Court of New Castle County 
in the early 1930's; upon taking over responsibility for all road and bridge construction 
throughout the state in 1935, the State Highway Department continued the practice. 
Bridge Engineer A.G. Livingston of the State Highway Department was a champion of 
these stone-faced bridge, which were built in wooded, often park like settings; 
Livingstion's notes and other documents indicate his strong feeling that a structure's 
surroundings should influence its form, and that the stone masonry was an appropriatE~ 

response to the landscape of upper New Castle County. Notes on the drawing for State 
Bridge No. 70, another masonry embellished steel girder bridge constructed in the area in 
1934, provide insight into the inspiration for this treatment: "the site shows exposed rock 
thickly located around the entire vicinity; construction should conform as closely as 
possible to the surrounding county." The embellishment of State Bridge No. 69 is also 
similar to State Bridge No. 70, constructed nearby in the same year. This bridge is also an 
unusually embellished example of the common concrete girder bridge type. Appendix A 
summarizes this historic significance. 

As a result of the Delaware Historic Bridge Survey and Evaluation, conducted in 
1988, State Bridge No. 257 was considered individually eligible for the National Register 
of Historic Places under Criteria C. 

The project limits for State Bridge No. 69 also lie within the Rockland Historic 
District. This District was originally added to the National Register of Historic Places in 
February 1972, but the nomination is incomplete by present standards. Boundary limits are 
vague and property descriptions are inconsistent. In 1991, there was a proposed 
amendment to the nomination. However, the proposed amendment nomination has not 
been reviewed by the Delaware Review Board for Historic Preservation or been 
accepted/recognized by the DE SHPO. Nevertheless, with both the original and proposed 
nominations, the project area for State Bridge No. 69 remains within the boundary limits. 
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The Rockland Historic District represented one of the ealiest and longest 
functioning mill areas of along the Brandywine Creek. John Gregg and Adam Kirk had a 
grist mill on the west bank of the Brandywime Creek in 1724. Starting with the smaller 
tributary's water power used in the 18th century for mills that were family run for local 
needs, it progressed to the 19th century mills using the full river's power and meeting the 
demands of a national market. The first fulling mill of Delaware was built in the Rockland 
Historic District in 1733, and in the early 1800's the stone mill that stands on the West 
bank housed some of the earliest cotton-spinning macherinery in the US. 

Within the Rockland Historic District, little remains from its first stages of industrial 
development except ruins. Rockland followed a typical village pattern of continued 
adaption, change, and abandonment in responce (or as a result) to market demands, 
technology, and transportation advances. The layout of Rockland is essentially a series of 
roads converging at the Bandywime Creek with a large mill at the center. The extant 
structures are only a fragement of the once larger mill village and date in large part from 
the second half of the nineteenth century. Yet the vernacular nature of the remaining 
extant structures, show a continued use of forms established in the eignteenth century.. 
giving somewhat deceivingly early appearance. It is this continuity of layout (mills along a 
creek and linear development along the roads) and the use of traditional building materials 
and forms which give the Rockland Historic District its historical association and place 
among the industries along the Brandywine Creek. 

There have been changes to the Historic District since it was originaly nominated. 
Condominiums have been built next to the main Mill pond, and presently there are plans 
for more to be built (not near the project area, but within the District). The majority of 
industrial buildings have been demolished as well. Characteristics of the Rockland 
Historic District were documented in the 1972 nomination and the 1991 revised 
nomination (Appendix B). The District was found (or is considered) significant under 
Criterion A and C, industry and architecture. 

IV. SUPPORT FOR A DETERMINATION OF NO ADVERSE EFFECT 

Due to the proposed rehabilitation plans of State Bridge No. 69, the FHWA 
undertaking has an effect as defined under 36 CFR Part 800.9(a). However, this effect is 
not considered adverse. 

As defined under 36 CFR 800.9(b), Criterion 1, the proposed undertaking may have 
an effect upon State Bridge No. 69, in that rehabilitation of the bridge may alter 
characteristics which may qualify the property of inclusion in the National Register of 
Historic Places. However, the proposed undertaking meets the exceptions to the Criteria 
of Adverse Effect. 

As defined at 36 CFR 800.9(b), Criterion 1, the proposed undertaking will have an 
effect upon State Bridge l\.lo. 69, and the Rockland Historic District in that rehabilitation of 
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the bridge and removal and replacement of the entire deck alters characteristics which may 
qualify the property and District for inclusion in the National register of Historic Places. 
However, the proposed undertaking meets the exceptions to the Criteria of Adverse Effect. 
With respect to 36 CFR 800.9(c)(1), the values possessed by the deck configuration type 
can be substantially preserved through completion of appropriate research (in this instance, 
documentation to the standards of the Historic American Buildings Survey/Historic 
American Engineering Record). With this, the National Park Service has already been 
contacted in reference to the appropriate research and all procedures will be administered. 

The remaining criteria of adverse effect under 36 CFR 800.9(a) do not apply. Under 
Criterion 2, the proposed work will not result in the isolation of the property or alteratilon 
of the character of its setting. This also includes the District. 

Under Criterion 3, the project will not introduce visual, audible or atmospheric 
elements that are out of character with the property. This also includes the Rockland 
Historic District. 

The proposed work wi II not perpetuate deterioration of the bridge or District under 
Criterion 4. 

Under Criterion 5, the proposed work will not result in the transfer, lease or sale of 
the property or District. 

The newly introduced feature, the stone facing of the replaced parapet walls is 
aesthetically pleasing and will not detract from the historic integrity of the bridge or 
District. In effect, the stone facing will nearly duplicate existing configurations, except for 
the openings. The stone shall match size and configuration. 

In terms of other conditional measures, excess soils and construction debris willi be 
disposed in a manor that will not disturb or potentially destroy any potential archaeological 
sites. An approved disposal site will be coordinated jointly between the DE SHPO and 
DeIDOT. Del DOT does not object to this minor condition since it is regular contract 
stipulation within most of its federalized projects. 

Based on the foregoing analysis and attached information, it is our opinion that 
State Bridge No. 69, a structure considered eligible for the National Register of Historic 
Places, will suffer no adverse effect as a result of the proposed rehabilitation work. In 
addition the Rockland Historic District will suffer no adverse effect, too. 

V.	 DELAWARE STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE (DE SHPO)VIEWS AND 
OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES 

Copies of various meeting/scoping minutes, the project initiation with the DE 
SHPO, and a public workshop notification, demonstrate government and public 
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involvement with an outreach program regarding this Determination of No Adverse Effect. 
These copies are attached. 

At the public workshop, no historic preservation concerns or objections were 
raised. The only issue mentioned at the public workshop was the continued incorporation 
of a stone facing within the parapet walls, rather than the selection of solid concrete. 

There has been no comments or concerns expressed with any of the other identified 
historic resource in the area with respect to the proposed rehabilitation work. There are no 
historical societies or interested persons within the project's region and state that have 
expressed concern for the proposed undertaking. In all, interested parties and the general 
public seem satisfied with the project. 

REFERENCES CITED 

P.A.C. Spero & Company 
1991	 Delaware Historic Bridges: Survey and Evaluation. Del DOT Historic Architecture 

and Engineering Series No. 89. Delaware Department of Transportation, Dover, 
Delaware. 
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Delaware Department of Transportation 
Anne P. Canby 
Secretary 
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PUBLIC WORKSHOP 
BRIDGE 69 on Adams Dam Road 

(N232) over Wilson Run 
CONTRACT #97-071-01 

The Delaware Department of Transportation (DeIDOT) announces a public workshop for 

the proposed superstructure replacement of Bridge 69 on Adams Dam Road (N232) over 

Wilson Run, New Castle County. The meeting will be held on June 24, 1997 between the 

hours of 4:00pm and 8:00pm at the Brandywine Creek State Park, Park Office & Nature 

Center, Adams Dam Rd., Wilmington, DE. 

The proposed work includes the replacement of existing beams with pre-cast prestn~ssed 

box beams. Existing stone parapet will be replaced w}th concrete cored stone faced 

parapet. 

Interested persons are invited to express their views in writing, giving reasons for support 

of, or opposition to the proposed. Comments will be received on site or can be mai:led to 

DelDOT's External Affairs Office, P.O. Box 778, Dover, DE 19903. If requested in 

advance, DelDOT will make available the services of an interpreter for the hearing 

impaired. If an interpreter is desired, please make the request by phone or mail. 

For further information contact the Office of External Affairs at 1-800-652-5600 (in DE) or 

302-739-4313 or write to the Office of External Affairs at the above address. 

PUBLIC NOTICE
 



September 12, 1997 
302/739-4644
 

Ms. Joan Larrivee, Deputy Director 
State Historic Preservation Office 
15 The Green 
Dover,	 DE 19901 

RE:	 BR 1-69, Semi-final plans 
Determination Level; Project initiation 
State Contract No. 97-071-01; Federal Aid Project Number: EBROS-N232(1) 

Dear Ms. Larrivee: 

Submitted for your review and initiation last week were the semi-final plans for the 
above referenced project. Your staff has already been involved in scoping meetings 
and review with this historic bridge project. As a federal undertaking, our Department 
has reviewed the project plans and proposals. DelDOT via FHWA is establishing 
project initiation with your office. However, we are hesitant in determining effect levels 
with your office and prefer a joint consultation for the appropriate course of action. 
During our bi-weekly meeting of September 24, 1997 please be prepared to discuss 
plans and effect determination levels for the bridge, project area (Rockland Mills 
Historic District), and potential archaeological site. Thanks for your professional timE~ 

and judgement. 

If there are any questions on this, please contact Michael Hahn of my staff. 

Very truly yours, 
OFFICE OF PLANNING 

Joseph 1. Wutka, Jr. 
Assistant Director of Planning 

J1W/mh 
cc:	 Robert Kleinburd, FHWA, Reality Officer 

Raymond Harbeson, Chief Engineer 
Eugene Abbott, Director of Planning 
Chao Hu, Deputy Director of Preconstruction 
Muhammad Chaudhri, Bridge Design Engineer 
Therese Fulmer, Manager, Environmental Studies 
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HABS/HAERINVENTORY
 
Suu"IlABS1.!.0.ER Ir~~entory Guidelines" before f11l1n:.!QL0=.:u=.:t:....:t::..:h:.:18:.....C=.:8I=...=d::....	 . 

1. NAME(S) OF STRUCTURE . 3. DATE(S) OF CONSTRUCTION 

State Bridge Number 69 1934 
4. USE (ORIGINAl/CURRENT) 

2. LOCATION Vehicular
 
Adams Dam Road over Waterway
 5. RATING
 

Tavistock, New Castle County, Delaware
 CG 

e. CONDITION 

Good 

I State Highway Bridge 69 is a concrete girder bridge with a single span of 35'-6"(maximum). It is built on approximately a 30 degree skew. It is 40'-0' wide 
I (at widest point) and carries two lanes of traffic. The structure consists of 16' x 24" rectangular concrete beams supported by random rubble abutments 

~ 
with U-shaped random rubble wing walls. The parapet is also constructed with random rubble. It consists of a center balustrade with pointed arch openings, 
topped with peaked coping and framed by raised end posts with pyramidal caps. The wing walls extend to parapet height. The concrete fascia has a single 
scored horizontal line and is shaped as a shallow segmental arch. 

~ 

~ 
,..: 

- Delaware Department of Transportation records include drawings dated December 8, 1933 dOClJlTlenting the configuration and construction details of this 
structure. These drawings, prepared for the Levy Court by the Office of the County Engineer, indicate the scheme for placement of reinforcing steel within 

~-'" the concrete core of the masonry-faced bridge. Photo archive records at Delaware Departmenl of Transportation confirm that the bridge was constructed ... 
Co in 1934, replacing an earlier steel pony Iruss bridge on rubble masonry ablltments. 
;J 

~ 
~ 
II) 

~ 

IIJ 

State Bridge Number 69 is a concrete girder bridge with stone ornamentation. Survey results indicate that this masonry ornamentation of the concrete 

i 
- girder bridge type was built only in New Castle County, apparently in response to the picturesque surroundings characteristic of the area and perhaps 

to evoke historical associations with the turnpike era of the nineteenth century, when toll roads radiating around Wilmington were carried on masonry 
structures. Several similarly embellished bridges were built by the Levy Court of New Castle County in the early 1930's; upon taking over responsibility 
for all road and bridge construction throughout the state in 1935, the State Highway Department continued the practice. Bridge Engineer A. G. Livingston 
of the State Highway Department was a champion of these stone-faced bridges, which were built in wooded, often parklike settings; Livingston's notes 

I
52 

and other documents indicate his strong feeling that a structlJre's surroundings should influence its form, and that the stone masonry was an appropriate 
response to the landscape of upper New Castle County. Notes on the drawings for Bridqe 543, a masonry-embellished steel girder bridge constructed 

(t) in the area in 1934, provide insight into tile inspiration for this treatment: "the site shows exposed rock thickly located around the entire vicinity; construction 
ai should conform as closely as possible to the surrounding country." Tile ernbellistuTlent of Bridge 69 is similar to that of Bridge 70, constructed nearby 

in ttle same year. This bridge is an unusually emt)elJished example of the common concrete girder bridge type. 

NP. POIU4	 10-to9 Hlatorlc American Bulkloga Survey I H15toric American Engineering Record
 
(-4/11) NtlU006/ Pwi\ S&tvloo, U.S. Dep8Itmoot of the Illtark>r. P.O. Box 37127, Washiogbl, DC 20013-7127
 



10. NAME(S) OF SlRUClUnE 

State Bridqe Number 69 
11. PHOTOS (Wl FILM ROLL & FRAME NOJ AND SKETCH MflP OF LOCAlION 

43B:28A-36A /' \ 
I )' 

:,""/ 
~-' :, 

;
 
Mack, Warren W. 'A History of Motor Highways in Delaware", in Reed, Henry Clay, Delaware: A History of the First State, vol,2, pp,535-550 (NY: Lewis
 
Historical Publishing Co., 1947),
 
Delaware State Program. Delaware State Highways; Tile Story of Roads in Delaware.... [Newark, Delaware: Press of Kells, 1919].
 
Federal Writers' Project. Delaware: A Guide to ttl? First State. (New YOI k: Viking Press, 1938).
 

Delaware State Archives. State of Delaware, New Castle County Levy Court, Specifications, Proposals, Contract and Bond. rns., State Archives, Dover, DE. 
N Delaware State Archives. New Castle County Road Commissioners Papers, various years 1750-1940, illS. State Archives, Dover, Delaware. 

Delaware DOT records: photo archives, contract files 
Plans on file at Delaware DOT: Contract #BNC, 7:3 

... 

13. INVENTOOED BY: Arrll I~ liON DATE 

P.A.C. Spero & Company with Kidde Consultant'; for Delcl'tnre DOT April-November 1988 
._----_. - -- --._----_..- ----------------­

43B:28A 
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Rockland Historic District Nomination Form
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tozraee .urrounded by .tone wall., tbe two-story bouse .ith Attic 
.e~an 30' X 34'. There ue two identical (iv~-b-\y fl\c&d~. on the 
~t and We.t. l' ~ wood Ihin9l~, hip root is topped with a ~ll 

corDL::e under u .. l.aost Il&t lMta.l root which originally had a udlln<; 
Pr~nt b .. fd< :hL1ney. ue on e&ch end. The two wood dor_r. witb 
jHfetlad stiin·g1P roo! and U'cb topp.1 window with Cothic Duntin. MV'9 
Dice ~~...i.b.no .! ~ys and 'bL.-.d7.- ~ ·.,ix-~eled front door witb 
a~li9bt. 1. !~ by pilaster••upportlno an arcb witb .. lar~ 
tan light. A bipped-roo! porch protrude., .upport~ by .qUAre Ilu'~ 

coluaD' with A tl19ht of wood IUp. descending. lb. hOllse ba. ~D 

litt,le cluln~d .inc. it wa. built. It ~ '.. b~.c.., tr•• -.t&ndinQ 
ataire.aM ill the entunee h.all. ne kitche~ wing OQ the Haxtb .Dd 
~ hAd ..odi1'L::ation•• 

The worx.rs· ~ouse•• depicted sO often by local PAinters., ~. 

Nt alcn9 tM road. Md on rid~1 o! tM hills. Sbph .tone, l'lK:­
.4Agul&r ,wo-.tory build1ngs, they are wbite.alh~ .itb o~-.t~y 

woro.n .~. roofed p9rch.. J .and 'qu.&re attic .. indoor. in 'he gabl~.nd., There are few.~ o! the'. house. 'bAn thlre ~er •• _lthough tbe 
.tll it •• l! i ••nlnI9~. Part 01 the original Dill" w~ll, re~ln. 

b~t 1hey ar. insignificant in cog~i.on to the lLrQI ne. building. 
~ by Coneel, Ir.c. Art excellent ex.uple ot an early .ill do~.. 
• tl11 oxi" howevet, on the W.,,~. Once belonging '0 'he B••h~ 

rjjtoT~, It .tl11 otanda On top at thl .teep, roundld hill ~or'h ot 
W l,on'. Run where rOAd .~)2 ~I'" the Brandywine. It i. a large, 
long. 'Uone/Al11 113~ 'j( 21' wIth ,wa .torl•• en ~he Bol..t a.nd UUGe 
en ,~·w..t ,LSt .. Stan. b~\trll'" 1I\.2.1n 'hh wall. The lIiOO<l 

ahl~l.d, pltchlld Joof Is contInuous, end to end, _ith 'WO .\1~ 
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eh1.Ju)eyt&. ne 1DtuiQZ' c! t~ ull ha.s ~ aod1.tbcS to tit tbe 
ehan~ IlCI9da at t~ b'lUl.dibo. O• .-d cOft..cQthe1y u atahIe., bArD. 
U .. iD9, aDd .tora~, it is in diu.p4iz. Th.n i ••till a aill ~~ \ 
J.a th. top .tory oa th. Herth .IX! record1n9 .uU.1' 1ndu.trul t'unctiolu 
o.! tbe buil.di.n9. n... oz io 1.::10&1 On 99 and Urk SA.. a.nd (;ria t Kill tha t 

.•I 
I'faa .Mre W1boo'. R'an joiD. the BrandywLo. ..... tr&n.f~cS in tbe 

en1)' 1900'. into a .ix f&JL11y dwe111D9 hoa.a.. It ~ known a. Th. 
~ but hu be.-a to=n down. Th. b4d cd tbe 1'ace_" can be ••~Clt>9 
1'O&.d ~34 that r'm. trca .Ad..a...'. Ca.a to Rod,lInd. • 

OD th. bill ne:n to th. atone -.111 of the Huhboa h.ctory .... \Th. IUr's HeN". Built 1.0 1797, U w... boLdly bw'bed a.nd 1'.bailt in 
i

183~. Tbe ext.riOT !.at~e. ot tbe hOQ...till keap tbe e~liel' 

,..&11' ..1 te.. U1'l9' Th.~. hII. a T ... hapeod plAn. It b-&. I. thrtt.... tory i,facAde to tbe SOuth .ith fouz bay., the top .toz), having .~ll aq~e 
\ 

.a~ .indows. ~l. pu-lr.r. cover thi. facade on tbe interior witb ~ 

~oc.~ identical b1&clt a.a.rble a.a.nteh of th. eul)' p.riocS. Htmen~. 

win9' ·...ve ~n &&:1~. •t 
1The .uU•• t aill owner's bOlae, Roc's .spdnSl. i. OQ road ~3.5 tre: ­ . 
IRocltl..ancS to Hontch.a n. It is .. ~r:r:cw :l8' x 17' ,tODe bou.e, three 
I. 

.torie. bigh .ith 10 attic. DIe pla.n h&. two roca. ClQ ...ch {loor, ~ 

front and one ~:-c:~ with .. 1&.r9S old !1upl.a.c. on the t;round t1oor. " 
~nt.r box .ta1r t4;.nd. th:r:~ the bCN.e to all floor.. A fa.aily 
a.ccCQnt c.~. ti.e houH to hAw b4en builtin 169-& origi~11y with two 
.tortee and t'M root .109109 b&.c.k ODe wa)' a9&in.t the rock, witb Another 
.tory beUJ9 added Later. ~)I' adjust_nt. MV' ~en aAd., but the bO\l-s' 
: ...in.....ntiall)' thAt oL tM .ul)' Qu.aJcAr fu_rl a.nd ..illars. Set 
clo•• to tha roekA And adjacent to Rock Spring i. Th. SprinQhousQ. 
tbi. i. a ~in. old .ton, con.truction bullt uound .. lArge :I;Cx:k 
foraation. It i. L-sh.A~ il:l pla.n .ith oa-ble en-l -:.owuda the 1'~ I and 
a ~ch .;lttendi~ .lCln9 tbh end. On the 1nterior, a walbray oL stone 
run. c.nt.r, ~ront to ~k, with a brick floor under the water. 

Vroa the 1Dter..ct1on ol a .....11 rMod with Rockland R~d (1460 feu
 
in north.... t.rly direct1~ f:r:oa the inter.ection o! Black GAte. Road
 
and Roc)cl~ Road) H 100 W, 3<X>0 tnt!. to county rOAd :lH. Thence
 
" 300 B, 2100 teet~ to cO\I1\ty fMod .34. Thence North aoo taat, thence
 
aa.t 1030 fe,t, thence SCNth 3660 te,t to tha plAce ct beginning.
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Roc;k1.a..od r.pr•••nts one c! the eArll.:rt. ..00 l~t !l.lnctioniog 
alII &.Y.aa OQ t be B:und)IWin.e • JoJ-JI C:t~ ~d A.<»a ~ 11: h ad a. <;tr h t • 
alU OQ tbe V..t bLnk iQ 172-&. I".A ~.t ~ h .~tllL btir:9 uad 
by ~ll Ioc. Roc}(la.nd cO\lld serve as .. -srini&tw:...:u=lpl. of 
~riean InduetrLal history. St~tin9 with the .~ll.. ~ tribut~y's 

water pow.r used in tbe 18th c.ntury for allls tha.t w~~~ !~ly run 
tor 10C&1 ~eds. It progre•••d to th4 19th century ~il1s usin9 the 
luI rlvwr'. power and J>eeHng the dA~ds o! a n.:t.tion.:>l :.:ulurt • 
Rockland 1. particularly si9"ificant in tb. hlstocy of t~xt!l..s. 
Dl. tiret tulling alii ot o.l"waTt' ..as built her~ in 1733, :w;i in th~ 

...ly 1800'. the .tone mill t~t It&nd~ on thr ~~,t b~nK hou.~d ~~~ 

c4 tbe e&.Yl1.st cotton-~pinnin9 cachinery ~'" C . '::'li~c:' St~~",s" 
Pa~r _. prodQC~ at ROCkland 3.150. In 18C{ ... lIU .....": 1 "r.:;; W35, 

lupply.f.ng paper to the U.S. Treasury. :Lnd i»?"r h~$ bolen prO<;1<:<:"d on 
aDd ott aineo tbm. 

. . . 
Rockland 1. interesting as a ~~11 .111 tOwn .ith its v~ioty 

of ~11 owner.' b~.,.•OIke%~· ~~u •••• ~d .•~ 90~ ex~~pl.s o( 
~n&cal&r arcblt-eture, barns, And sprinyhou,ps. Th. S?rin9h~u,~ 

I'fpceM!lts one ot Ule e.rl.le.t ,building. d~ by the •• ttlir.. Ie> 
~ t~ wat.r eourc. pure, s..11 ti~~t .torv houslI re built to 
p%01.ct tbe eps-ing ..trOfil Iploves, &ni~lI. reptlhs:- Gr t. c;).re 
-.at into the•••~11 b~ilain9' throuyhOYt the 18th And 19th 
c~tlLJ'.1A. and ••re an .....r-pr•• lInt p..aTt at the BUJldywl~ &.cpn•• 
nwy are nOlI di.appearing. A v.ry hArh.\.OIlM 1I)l~pl&' c.t a &~i~OI.l'. 

adjoiA. land to Honte~in. According to t~ily .0000rce., tbe bOl.lse 
.at ~lt 1n le~ by John Gr.g~. It this i. 10, it .~d r.~elenl 
on. 01 tbt .arll•• t .111 owner', ho~. tor it .;>" John ere09 with 
Ad&a ~k who ran the 9r1.t and .3..•ill at Rocxl&nd. and certainly 
,.pr...",. the tra ot tho •• tly O~er 'ettlare t~t owned 10 aYCb 
1al)(1 on the Brandydne. 

n. other .111 OWM', '. hOl.lu on lna ...... t b&nx lJulll t>y ~hb 
Kirk ~ 1797, burned in lBlt And rt'b~11, 1n tn, ~~ atyle and pl~ov 
tn lit', ~ pre•• nt .'on~ .toJao~ b4rn next to 'hi. bou•••Aa the 
o,1g~l .111 to, en. HUl.boo VAnor)', hOlulno the .arl)' eQt\~• 
•pi~1A9 IUchlMJY. Cloth c~u ...J th. eAr~)I QI,)'n 'fJ a.n ,lrl¢iatrh.l 
proc••• OI.l'IJ~ 'he '4:l1lly. The ne"J tQ lQften t~, I\ou'''_<?'o'el'l. 
~t.rt.l n'lO,ded " prot"llIl on..l <.l""'lvllty, IIrW otten pr",,.,,o\ .10110 
~h" ,he b.\lI1c .Ula ot grlu AnU uw. ,",u th' h,1l1ng aUt. lhl' 
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-. abo trlM ~.a1a4 the fulli!"l9 ili11 could not ~upply a tu.ll yeAr '. 
wo:s::k. All tb~e _re pY.5e"t 1:1 Roclc.land in 1733 -ben Joo.at~ Str~ 

ba.llt bia fulUog a.111. In 1795, Caleb Kirk us~ tbe operatlaoa 0( 

the t'",1~ alll and bIou9ht .ith bu tbe aa.. And 9xbt -Ill. that be 
~ iDberite-d fro. hl..a tAtlar, AC.uo Kirk. Witb ~oel lUrk in lalO. be 
t'0'IUlded tbe He~b.boao Factory, but thi, SOOl) taUed a. lU.ny textile 
Indutr1e. did .1tl:l cc:apetitlOT> {rca E.<:.r~, lack ~ 1;0\.. ~t.rul.a. 

aDd .ld.lle-d lU>m'. 

Qa.rin? the bulld.1n<,l 0+ tb. dll:ll ~d the .... ter rl~t. a.c.roa. u.­
rive:r wa.. willb.a YO\U109. He h~ CClol4 frc:. ScotUnd in 1764 a.nd aoY*d 
t'r~ hi. bo<:>k b<nl04u 1'1 Phil~.. lrbLa. to st~t tbe Deh,W&1:e Pap.r Co. 
at Rockland in 1793. ~n fire de~trQy*d tb. p1per .ill in 1814. Y0un9 
concentrated on prodGC1~ cottCTI a.nd .oolen 9'>O<ts. As ~y a. 300 
pecs>1.e _re _plO)"lt'd hue at the f&.etory's bel¢t. But per.~ debt., 
f1~. &nd n.ation_tde preble•• of turtlh Indlntrles brOUC)ht failure. 
1'0W29'. son tried to continua, but UMre .... ~ a oener... 1 d~line. ~ 

property • .tI. aold by the U.S. K;u:~1. In la~9. In 180>0, -'e..up ..nd 
Moolr. took over a.nd revlved p,ap.r aU1r19. Tod.ay Coneel, lne., baa • 
louo- p1Lper pLant h.u. Tb4 YO\lno Nul.ion HeN.ae on tM blll be~ _. 
~lt in IftOQ ~ stl11 .tAhdJ ~. ~) .~ple ot aD early .tIl owner'. 
_alth and ta.te. h h..a. th4 DwlAw.ue H.erita.oe Ph.q~ a.n4 1. re-e~ 
b7 loea1 .urv.~ o! b1at~ic bulldinOI. Th. wl111_ Youn9 ~. re~.~ 

aenh tw e~ly 19th centlUY rehtion o! aUlown.r'. prox1.ait)l' to b1.a 
ail1. a.nd worker.. ~ tw l>A.rut. O.%e., a.JU)y aO%. a,n4 ~ 1.Jrn.t~ 

_re called on a.nd tbe act\Oo\l OWTlU. lL1'jlht not ~ er pa.rticlS*t. 1a 
the ull. Toc1Ay. tb. puent c~~ny of tb. RoclUu.4 Concel )tiU h in 
Montreal. tM b~ oHic. in Nrot 't~k, uad sJ.ste.r plU\t. u ta.'t .a~ ... 
CUit=ni.&. 
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APPENDIX C
 

Letter of Comment from DE SHPO
 



STATE OF DELAWARE
 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE
 

DIVISION OF HISTORICAL AND CULTURAL AFFAIRS
 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE
 
15 THE GREEN
 

TELEPHONE: (302) 739 - 5685 DOVER. DE • 19901-3611 FAX (302) 739 - 5660
 

January 26, 1998 

MEMORANDUM TO: Therese M. FUI~er, Manager, ~~vir~;A.ental Studies, DelDOT 

FROM: Gwenyth A. Davis, ArchaeologIsi\;~ 

SUBJECT:	 Rehabilitation of Bridge 1-69 (carrying Adams Dam Rd./Wilson Run) 
project; Rockland, New Castle County; State Contract No. 97-071-0]; 
Federal Aid Project Number EBROS-N232(l); No Adverse Effect 
Determination 

Attached please find a copy of the DE SHPO's concurrence with the No Adverse Effect 
determination concerning the above-referenced project. Fairly standard conditions are placed on 
this concurrence, with modifications due to the National Park Service's change in policy regarding 
HAER recordation. IfDelDOT has any objections to these conditions, please notifY us as soon as 
possible. 

I have also looked over the NAE documentation itself, and find it complete and in keeping with 
our previous conversations about the project design. The only question I had about the plans 
concerns item 15 in the Project Notes (Sheet 3). Is an anti-graffiti coating really necessary here? 
We would prefer that this item be deleted from the contract. Minimally, you should avoid using a 
glossy type of coating (e.g., as employed at the Routes 92 & 100 project). 

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. If you have any questions, please do not 
hesitate to call me. 

Enclosure 
cc:	 Joseph Wutka, Asst. Director of Planning, DelDOT
 

Michael C. Hahn, Senior Highway Planner, DelDOT
 



STATE OF DELAWARE
 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE
 

DIVISiON OF HISTORICAL AND CULTURAL AFFAIRS
 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE
 
15 THE GREEN
 

TELEPHON~(302)73g·5685 DOVER • DE • 1?90 1·361 1 FAX' (302) 739 . 5660
 

January 26, 1998 

MEMORANDUM TO: Joseph T. Wutka, Assistant Director, Planning, DelDOT 

FROM: Joan N. Larrivee, Deputy State Historic Preservation Office 

SUBJECT:	 Effect on Resources of the Rehabilitation of Bridge 1-69 (c 
Adams Dam Rd.!Wilson Run) project; Rockland, New Ca Ie 
State Contract Number 97-071-01; Federal Aid Project Nu 
EBROS-N232( 1) 

In accordance with the Advisory Council's regulations (36 CFR 800.9) and in consultation with 
the DE SHPO, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), through its designee, the Delaware 
Department of Transportation (DelDOT), has applied the Criteria of Effect and Adverse Effect to 
those properties within the above-referenced project area which are eligible for, or listed in, the 
National Register of Historic Places. These properties are: Bridge 1-69, and the Rockland 
Historic District. The FHWA has determined that the project will have No Adverse Effect on 
these historic properties. 

We have reviewed DelDOT's Documentation of No Adverse Effect, which describes the reasons 
for making this determination, and we concur with the findings contained therein. This 
concurrence is conditioned on the following: 

1.	 DelDOT has submitted to the DE SHPO photographic and historical documentation of the 
Bridge, in keeping with the guidelines ofHAER; the DE SHPO will provide comments on 
the documentation package within 30 days of the receipt date (i.e., on or before February 19, 
1998); if the DE SHPO requires no further photographic work, the project may proceed; if 
the DE SHPO determines that additional photographic work is necessary, DelDOT will 
ensure that this work is completed prior to beginning construction on the Bridge; 

2.	 DelDOT will provide the DE SHPO with an opportunity to review and comment on the 
materials and methods employed for the stone facing and repointing work on the bridge; 

3.	 DelDOT will notify the DE SHPO of any significant changes to the project methods, 
materials or design, particularly affecting more visible areas of the bridge (i.e., decorative 
details), and allow the DE SHPO sufficient time to comment prior to implementing such 
changes; and 



Memorandum to J. Wutka
 
January 26, 1998
 
Page 2
 

4.	 DelDOT will instruct its contractor to provide. through the DelDOT District office, the DE 
SHPO with location information on proposed disposal site(s) for project-related materials, 
and to cooperate with SHPO staff if on-site inspection of disposal locations is necessary, 
prior to using such locations. 

FHWA may submit this letter to the Advisory Council with the appropriate documentation, 
pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(d)(1)(i) and in accordance with 36 CFR 800.8(a)(5). Thank you for 
your cooperation concerning this historic property. If you have any questions, please do not 
hesitate to call. 

cc:	 Robert Kleinburd, Federal Highway Administration
 
Laurie Mutz, Philadelphia District, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
 
Michael C. Hahn, Sf. Highway Planner, DelDOT
 
Valerie Cesna, Preservation Planner, New Castle Co. Dept. of Land Use
 
Jennifer Lukens, Coastal Zone Management Program, DNREC
 
Laura Herr, Wetland and Aquatic Protection Branch, DNREC
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